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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is responsive to the Application filed on September 18, 2003. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3 and 19 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "wherein the target language includes is one of ..." 
which is believed to be a typographical error. 

Claim 19 recites, "the translation mode include a default ..." which is believed to 
be a typographical error. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Ciaim Rejections - 35 use § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1 1 - 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 11-16 are directed to a data processing system; however it is 
reasonable to interpret the means recited as part of the system as being software 
(computer program) alone as evidenced by claims 17-20. 

Computer programs claimed as computer listings per se, i.e., the descriptions or 
expressions of the programs, are not physical "things." They are neither computer 
components nor statutory processes, as they are not "acts" being performed. Such 
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claimed computer programs do not define any structural and functional 
interrelationships between the computer program and other claimed elements of a 
computer, which permit the computer program^s functionality to be realized. In contrast, 
a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a computer program is a computer 
element which defines structural and functional interrelationships between the computer 
program and the rest of the computer which permit the computer program's functionality 
to be realized, and is thus statutory. 

Claims 17-20 are directed to a computer program product, which may be 
reasonably interpreted as being a computer listings per se. 

Computer programs claimed as computer listings per se, i.e., the descriptions or 
expressions of the programs, are not physical "things." They are neither computer 
components nor statutory processes, as they are not "acts" being performed. Such 
claimed computer programs do not define any structural and functional 
interrelationships between the computer program and other claimed elements of a 
computer, which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized. In contrast, 
a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a computer program is a computer 
element which defines structural and functional interrelationships between the computer 
program and the rest of the computer which permit the computer program's functionality 
to be realized, and is thus statutory. 

Also, the computer readable medium recited in claims 17-20, in accordance 
with Applicant's specification, may be an electromagnetic signal. This subject matter is 
not limited to that which falls within a statutory category of invention because it is not 
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limited to a process, a machine, a manufacture,' or a composition of matter. Instead, it 
includes a form of energy, which does not fall within a statutory category. 
Amending the claims to recite "recordable-type media" would overcome this rejection in 
a manner consistent with Applicant's specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1 - 6, 8 - 12, 16 - 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Rojas et al. (USPN 6,425,123). 

Claim 1: 

Rojas discloses a method for testing a software program (Abstract), the method 
comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

responsive to a user input, containing text in a source language, entered through 
a computer interface in the data processing system, translating the text from the source 
language to the target language to form translated text ("converts ... base language 
data ... and performs a mock translation on it to produce internationalization test data" 
col. 2, lines 48-62); 
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automatically inserting the translated text into a user interface of the software 
program to be tested to form inserted, translated text, wherein the software program is 
written in the target language ("displayed in a software application coL 2, lines 48- 
62); 

and determining whether the software program functions correctly using the 
inserted, translated text ("the programmer ... is able to easily recognize many 
internationalization errors", col. 2. lines 48-62). 

Claim 2: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the computer interface includes 
an option for a user to enable and disable translation of the text (Figs 4,5, and related 
text). 

Claim 3: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the target language is one of a 
single-byte language or a multi-byte language ("to be translated into Japanese or other 
languages that use double-byte character sets col. 7, lines 2-3). 

Claim 4: * 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the translating step uses a set of 
translation rules ("based on internationalization guidelines col. 5, lines 1-3). 
Claim 5: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 4, wherein a set of translation rules may be 
defined in a configuration file by a user at any time ("may vary these figures to fit the 
particular translation ... ", col. 5, lines 20-22). 
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Claim 6: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 4, wherein a set of translation rules may be 
applied upon restarting of the computer interface ("may vary these figures to fit the 
particular translation that will be made on the software col. 5, lines 20-22. Note that it 
is inherent for these rules to be applied at any time including when the computer 
interface is restarted). 

Claim 8: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 1, wherein inserting step is initiated in 
response to a user input to commit the translated text input ("testing tool provides an 
easy way for the programmer to visually inspect the software package col. 4, lines 
46-52). 

Claim 9: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 1, wherein translating step is performed 
using a set of instructions and configuration files in a network data processing system 
("based on internationalization guidelines col. 5, lines 1-3, "this method and system 
can be easily adapted for use on ... network of systems", col. 4, lines 30-33). 

Claim 10: 

Rojas discloses a data processing system comprising: a bus system; a memory, 
wherein the memory contains a set of instructions; and a processing unit (Fig. 1 and 
related text), 

wherein the processing unit executes the set of instructions to translate text from 
a source language to a target language to form translated text in response to a user 
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input, containing text in a source language, entered through a computer interface in the 
data processing system; automatically insert the translated text into a user interface of 
the software program to be tested to form inserted, translated text, wherein the software 
program is written in the target language; and determine whether the software program 
functions correctly using the inserted, translated text ("converts ... base language data 
... and performs a mock translation on it to produce internationalization test data" col. 2, 
lines 48-62). 

Claims 11, 16: 

Claims 1 1 and 16 are similar in scope and content to claim 1 and are rejected 
with the same rationale. 
Claim 12: 

Claim 12 is similar in scope and content to claim 5 and is rejected with the same 
rationale. 

Claims 17, 18: 

Claims 17 and 18 are similar in scope and content to claims 1 and 5, and are 
rejected with the same rationale. 
Claim 20: 

Rojas discloses the computer program product of claim 17, wherein the 
computer interface includes an option for a user to enable and disable translation of the 
text (Figs 4,5, and related text). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 7, 13 - 15. and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rojas et al. (USPN 6,425,123) in view of See et al. (USPN 
5,572,668). 

Claim 7: 

Rojas discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the translating step comprises: 
preserving selected source language characters in the text (col. 4, lines 58-64), but he 
does not explicitly disclose replacing selected source language characters with target 
language characters 

See discloses a similar universal national language program testing method 
where selected source language characters are replaced with target language 
characters ("substituting a predefined "problem" character for the particular English 
language ASCII character", col. 6, lines 53-56). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to replace selected source language characters with target language 
characters in Rojas method in order to provide a "mechanism for uncovering errors in 
localized programs" (See, col. 7, lines 1-2). 
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Claims 13 ~ 14: 

Rojas discloses the data processing system of claim 12, wherein the translation 
mode includes a default translation (col. 2, lines 48-62) with a popup window (window of 
Fig. 3) displaying translated text, but he does not explicitly disclose a look up 
translation. See discloses a "look-up table" (col. 2, lines 19-23) as claimed in the instant 
claims. 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use lookup tables to replace selected source language characters with 
target language characters in Rojas method in order to provide a "mechanism for 
uncovering errors in localized programs" (See, col. 7, lines 1-2). 

Claim 15: 

Claim 15 is similar in scope and content to claim 7 and is rejected with the same 
rationale. 

Claim 19: 

Claim 19 is similar in scope and content to claim 13 and is rejected with the same 
rationale. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Yang (USPN 6,530,039) discloses a system and method for testing various 
language versions of an application program. 
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Watanabe et al. (USPN 6,185,729) discloses a system for developing and testing 

internationalized software. 
10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Samuel G. Neway whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1058. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30AM - 5:30PM 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David R Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



EST. 
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